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Psalms, -with, some in the Prophets, which are gene-
rally supposed to refer to a future life, are explained
in another sense. The doctrine, if presupposed in the
Scriptures, was certainly either not known or not
believed among the Jews. Some of the Old Testament
writers plainly deny it. The Jews borrowed it from
the Persians, the Greeks, and the Egyptians. In the
time of Christ it was believed by the Pharisees, but
denied by the Sadducees, who were the old orthodox
Jews.

The fifth < FragmentJ was on < The History of the
Kesurrection.' This was the severest piece of criticism t
that had ever been applied to the Gospel histories.
St. Matthew's account of the guard appointed by
Pilate is not reckoned worthy of belief. It is not
only not mentioned by any other evangelist, but no
apostle ever speaks of the guard as witnesses of the
resurrection. There were many occasions when this
might have been of great service to the apostles,
especially when they were brought before the Eoman
governors; but never once do they allude to it. That
the body was stolen is more probable than St. Matthew's
story of the guard. It is asked why Jesus did not
rise in the day-time, when the people might have seen
Him? why did He .not, after His resurrection, show
Himself before the officers ? why He did not appear in
the Temple, or in the public streets ? It is strange
that all His visits were to His disciples, and that they
were made privately and mysteriously. The ' Frag-
ment ' ends by pointing out ten palpable contradictions
in the Gospel narratives.

There was an additional ' Fragment' published after